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Figure 3. Infall times in colour as a function of the radial velocity and the galactocentric distance of the VL2 sample of subhaloes. The left-hand panel shows
only the VL2 subhaloes, the right-hand panel shows a sample of MW dwarf galaxies on top of the VL2 subhaloes. It is evident that with just the radial velocity
and galactocentric distance information coupled with the VL2 predictions we can set constraints on the infall times of MW dwarfs from their position on this
space. It is specially clear that Leo T and Leo I seem to have been accreted to the MW halo recently as opposed to Segue 1, which appears to be accreted early.



